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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

Period for Reply umiTUJC . CD otii 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 

THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. . 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36 (a): In no event, however, may a reply be t.mely f.led 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. • t u irt „ nn» <i*v« will 

- If thwarted for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will 

- If NO p^fon reals' specified above, the maximum statutory period wi.l apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this 

- FailT^ the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED ( 35 > U £C 1 1 .33) 

- An^ by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely fled, may reduce any 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 



2a) □ This action is FINAL. 2b)® This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayie, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) B Claim(s) 1*3 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above, claim(s) : is/are withdrawn from considerati ° 

_ . , . is/are allowed. 

5) D Claim(s) - 

^f-, . , . , 00 is/are rejected. 

6) w Claim(s) 1-23 . ■ 

r-i ^. . f » is/are objected to. 

7) D Claim(s) 

8) D Claims are sub i ect t0 restriction and ' or election requirement 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

11»D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: iD approved tffl disapproved. 

1 2)D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

13)D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d). 
a)D All b)D Some* c)D None of: 

1 . □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 



3. □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e). 

Attachment! s) 

* n fwl Li a- tot r* a torn SQ91 18)G Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

1 5) M Notice of References Cited (PTO-89*!] w t — » 



1 6) □ Notice of Draftspersons Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 1 9} □ Notice of .nformal Patent Application (PTO- 1 52) 

17} □ Information Disclosure Statements (PTO-1449} Paper No(s). 20} Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-23 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States 
before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who has 
fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371© of this title before the invention thereof by 
the applicant for patent. 

3. Claims 1-4, 7-17, 23 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Papierniak et al., U.S. patent 6,151,601, filed 11/12/1997. Papierniak et al. shows a tracker for 
tracking Internet use (system generally) on successful logon (Col. 13 line 1-10) with a time 
logging function at col. 16, lines 66-67 and with a report generation indicated at Col. 9 line 5, col. 
10 line 60 (i.e. feeding information back to the management of their customer accounts). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5-6, 18-22 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Papierniak et al., above. From Fig. 19 in Papierniak et al., the logon by a customer of the ISP 
results in a Billing ID, a subscriber ID, a date and time ID and a service ID. From applicant's 
description of the prior art on page 2 of the specification, it is generally known for professionals 
to track their usage per client and report this usage to the client. The use of the system of 
Papierniak et al. to assign sessions to an individual client, either through a billing ID or a 
subscriber ID, would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in order to implement 
known business practices as described in the background of the art in a fashion that serves 
the needs of the customers of Papierniak et al. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. "Patent Explorer: Derwent on the internet" describes a typical professional resource 
on the internet, where a client matter number is entered on login. This is typically optional, and is 
common to applications such as Lexis, Westlaw, and Dialog (all proprietary names for legal and 
general news databases). The client ID entry is described on page 2. 
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7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Greg Morse whose telephone number is (703) 308-4789. 



MORSE/gam 
September 30, 2001 



